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is against a spiritual explanation, as in the comments
of Kellar, it is given in full, with no knowledge,
apparently, that in the case of another medium,
Eglinton, this same Kellar had declared the results to
be beyond his art.

At the opening of the report the Commission says:
" We deemed ourselves fortunate at the outset in
having as a counsellor the late Mr. Thomas R. Hazard 3
a personal friend of Mr. Seybert, and widely known
throughout the land as an uncompromising Spiritual-
ist." Mr. Hazard evidently knew the importance of
ensuring the right conditions and the right type of
sitters for such an experimental investigation. Des-
cribing an interview he had with Mr. Seybert a few
days before the latter's death, when he agreed to act
as his representative, Mr. Hazard says he did so only
" with the full and distinct understanding that I
should be permitted to prescribe the methods to be
pursued in the investigation, designate the mediums
to be consulted, and reject the attendance of any
person or persons whose presence I deemed might
conflict with the harmony and good order of the spirit
circles/' But this representative of Mr. Seybert
seems to have been quietly ignored by the University.
After the Commission had been sitting for some time,
Mr. Hazard was dissatisfied with some of its members
and their methods. We find him writing as follows
in the Philadelphia North American* presumably
after vainly approaching the University authorities :

Without aiming to detract in the slightest degree from

* May 18, 1885.
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